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This Court has jurisdiction of this appeal by the State of
Arizona pursuant to the Arizona Constitution Article VI, Section
16, and AR S. Section 12-124(A).
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This natter has been under advi senent since w thout oral
argunent and this Court has considered and reviewed the record
and file of the proceedings fromthe Scottsdale Gty Court, and
t he Menoranda submtted.

The only issue raised by Appellant concerns the trial
court’s denial of her Motion to Set Aside Default Judgnment and
Order. Appellant, Bala Raman, was accused of Speeding, a civil
traffic violation, in violation of AR S. Section 28-701(A)
all eged to have occurred on April 5, 2001. It appears fromthe
citation that Appellant was accused as the result of the
operation of a photo radar unit. There is an affidavit that
Appel I ant was personally served a copy of the citation and
conpl aint on June 13, 2001 at 9:21 p.m at 2659 W Cuadal upe
Rd., D201, Mesa, Arizona. Wen Appellant failed to appear at
the tinme scheduled to appear in court, a default judgnent was
ent ered agai nst hi mon Novenber 21, 2001. On Novenber 28, 2001
Appel lant filed a Motion to Set Aside Default Judgnent and O der
claimng “never received notice in ny mail.” The trial judge
heard oral argument on Appellant’s notion and denied the notion
January 21, 2002 finding “service of process proper.”

It appears fromthe trial court’s file that there is
substanti al evidence available fromwhich the trial judge could
concl ude that service of process had been acconplished correctly
in Appellant’s case.

| T 1S THEREFORE ORDERED affirmng the trial judge' s order
denyi ng Appellant’s Mdtion to Set Aside Judgnent Entry of
Def aul t.

| T IS FURTHER ORDERED affirm ng the default judgnent
entered in this case.

| T 1S FURTHER ORDERED renmandi ng this case back to the

Scottsdale Gty Court for all further and future proceedings in
this case.
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